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remembering that a man may be very willing to 
follow a guide, when he first sees good ground 
to believe that it is his guide, but that, as it is hu- 
mility to obey him whom God hath plainly set 
over us, so it is credulity to follow every one that 
will take on him to lead us — inasmuch as, " if the 
blind lead the blind," not only the leader but the 
follower shall perish. 

We purpose in regular course examining, fully 
and seriatim, the various grounds and pillars on 
which this vast fabric of the Church's infallibility 
is said by her ablest advocates to rest — viz., 
Scripture, the Fathers, tradition, and miracles — 
and we think all who have the manliness and 
courage to examine and discuss thematter with us, 
in a fair spirit and unprejudiced mind, will pro- 
bably ultimately come to the same conclusion at 
which we have ourselves arrived — viz., that it is 
neither necessary nor suitable to the method of 
God's providence and the declarations of His will, 
that there should be a final end and infallible judge 
of all controversies in this life — that what the ad- 
vocates of Rome tell us was fit to be done, Godhath 
told us He did not judge fit — that -it was His 
pleasure to permit the Evil One to sow tares 
among the wheat, and heresies to arise (1 Cor. 
xi. 19 ) ; and that even as He thought fit to allow 
Stones of stumbling and rocka of offence to exist 
for the punishment of disobedient and wicked 
men, so for sincere Christians, who live holily 
and humbly, believe and pray fervently, and seek 
the true way diligently, He hath not thought 
such an earthly judge necessary, but hath Him- 
self provided for them another safe and certain 
way to all saving truth, by giving them the pro- 
mise of His Spirit to guide them into all essential 
truth, so that they may say with the Psalmist, 
"Thou shalt guide me with thy counsel, and af- 
terwards receive me into glory" (Psalm lxxiii. 
24) ; and if they be so guided and kept by 
God's power by faith unto salvation (1 Peter i. 
5), we think there is no reason for any one to 
despond for lack of guidance, but on the con- 
trary, we may safely ask, what need a Christian 
desire more ? 



INFALLIBILITY OF THE CHURCH OF BOMB. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir — In the last number of your monthly journal 
I find the following sentence, viz. : — " Will any of the 
Bishops or Priests of the Church of Rome now come for- 
ward, in or out of our pages, to grapple with and discuss 
the question of the boasted infallibility of their Church?" 
&c. (page 104.) 

I beg leave to say, in answer to this defiance, that the 
Bishops and Priests of the Church of Rome have the 
requirements of their flock (lately so wonderfully increased 
by conversions from Protestantism) to attend to — their 
episcopal and sacerdotal duties to perform — and, conse- 
quently, cannot afford to lose any time by the discussion 
of questions which they have repeatedly, over and over 
again, proved to the ' satisfaction of every man, whose 
reason is not hood-winked by prejudice, and who does not 
allow, to use a vulgar word, the " times " of this world 
to overrule and nullify his firm convictions. But the 
Roman Catholic layman will come forward to "shiver a 
spear " with you ; and, notwithstanding their " intellects 
Ming confined and their souls enslaved," are able to prove 
any article of their creed which you may assail. As an 
humble and unlearned member of this body, I undertake 
to prove, in a simple, concise, but, I trust, cogent manner 
the infallibility of the Church which our Lord estab- 
lished on earth. 

This infallibility of the Church I discover in the posi- 
tive and most unequivocal promises of our Lord Jesus 
Christ— viz., " Upon this rock I will build my Church, 
and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it." — Matt. 
Xvi. 18, Protestant Bible. If the Church could possibly 
teach errors, then the gates of hell could prevail against 
her, contrary to the above promise. Therefore she is in- 
fallible. 

"Go ye, therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing 
them in the name of the Father, of the Son, and of 
the Holy Ghost; teaching them to observe all things 
whatsoever I have commanded you; and behold I am with 
you all days, even to the consummation of the world." — 
Matt xxviii. 19, 20, P. B. Our Lord, addressing his 



twelve Apostles on the present occasion, speaks to all his 
ministers, successors of the Apostles to the end of time, 
which I think needs no proof. 

Now, sir, upon that subject I form the following argu- 
ment, which I defy any one to refute. Christ promises 
that He will be with His Apostles, baptizing, teaching, and 

Cching to all nations, until the consummation of time. 
', Christ cannot tell a lie ; therefore, it is evident that 
Christ has fulfilled His promise, and that during these 1800 
years past He has been with His ministers, and that He will 
continue to be with them to the end of time ; and that he 
will accompany and guide them when they preach his 
word and administer his sacraments. Therefore, His Church 
is infallible. 

" And I will ask the Father, and he shall give you ano- 
ther Paraclete, that he may abide with you for ever, the 
Spirit of truth." — John xiv. 16, 17, P. B.* It appears 
that Christ asked his Heavenly Father to bless his ministers, 
the pastors of his Church, with the spirit of truth for ever. 
Pray, sir, did Christ ever offer up any prayer in vain ? 
And if his prayer was heard, how could the Church teach 
any false doctrine ? Therefore, she is infallible. 

" Therefore, as the Church is subject to Christ, so also let 
the wives be to their husbands in all things. Husbands love 
your wives, as Christ also loved the Church, and delivered 
himself up for it, that He might sanctify it, cleansing it 
by the laver of water in the word of life ; that he might 
present it to himself a glorious Church, not having spot 
or wrinkle, or any such thing, but that it should be holy 
and without blemish." — Ephes. v. 24, 25, 26, 27, P. B. 
The Church is always subject to Christ — that is, not only 
under him, but ever obedient to his words and command- 
ments. Which is an evident and invincible demonstration 
that she never rebelled against Christ, never falleth from 
him by error, idolatry, or false worship. Therefore, she is 
infallible. 

We also see by this passage from St. Paul, that Christ 
loves the Church, for which lie suffered his passion ; but 
if she was liable to err, He could not love her. Therefore, 
she is infallible. 

" And if he will not hear the Church, let him be to 
thee as the heathen and publican." — Matt, xviii. 17, P. B. 
By this, it appears, if I refuse to hear the Church that I 
am an outcast, and no better than the heathen. Our Lord 
would never command me to hear the Church, nor punish 
me so severely for refusing to hear her, if that Church could 
teach me anything contrary to his holy law, or lead me 
astray, by teaching antichristian doctrines. Of this I am as 
satisfied as I am of my own existence. Therefore, I most 
firmly and undoubtedly believe that the Church is infal- 
lible. 

With these plain texts of the Sacred Volume staring you 
in the face, how could yon, with any show of reason, make 
Edith Marlev insinuate, in the discussion between her and 
the Roman Catholic bishop, that the Church which Christ 
founded on earth departed from the things that he com- 
manded, and taught other things? — Catholic Layman, 
page 100, September number. And here let me parentheti- 
cally observe, that you were not guided bythe spirit of impar- 
tiality (pardon me for saying so) in conducting that discus- 
sion, because you make the argument against the Sacrifice 
of the Mass as strong and as powerful as Protestants can 
make it ; but the argument in its defence is weak, poor, 
impotent. Is that fair ? Is it honourable ? This, how- 
ever, may be excusable, but I say it is almost unpardonable 
to wilfully mutilate, as you have done, the text from the 
prophecy of Malachy, in this discussion. 

In this story of the Marleys you represent the Roman 
Catholic bishop and Major Marley as being grossly igno- 
rant ; the former not knowing where to find, in the Bible, 
the Prophecy of Malachias ; and the latter a Roman Ca- 
tholic, having never heard a word of the Gospel of our 
Lord. 

Now, this is a frightful calumny on both priests and peo- 
ple ; and violates, in a shameful manner, one of God's 
holy and eternal commands — viz., "Thou shalt not bear 
false witness against thy neighbour." Allow me to tell you 
that it is not by calumny that your journal can command 
the attention and respect of Roman Catholics. They treat 
a journal in which such appears with supreme contempt. 
I beg now to give a quotation, on the infallibility of the 
Church of Christ, from a work recently published : — 

" But when He, the spirit of truth, shall come, he will 
teach you all truth."— John xvi. 13, P. B. "The Church 
of the living God, the pillar and ground of truth. "— 1 Tim. 
iii. 15, P. B. If the Church itself, as it comes out of 
the hands of God, is the very gronnd and pillar of truth, 
it will hardly want the reforming hand of corrupted man 
to put it right ; it will always teach the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth ; and instead of reforming 
this, or attempting to do so, the most precious of all the 
works and institutions of God, you and I must be reformed 
by it. 

To quote all the texts that prove the holy Church of 
Jesus Christ to be infallible, or invested by Christ with a 
supreme and unerring authority in matters of faith, would 
be endless. I said, that we discover this unerring authority 
even in the dictates of common sense. Yes, common sense 
tells us that the works of God are perfect in their kind. 

Now, the Church being most emphatically the work of 

• It to carious th«t though Mr. Bonrke marks bis quotations F. B. — 
meaning, aa we aoppoar, " Protestant Bible"— none of them in reality 
arc from the authorized version. 



God, it most assuredly must be perfect ; the Church, how- 
ever, must be very imperfect, indeed, if it wants the main 
perfection, which, as our guide and director to heaven, it 
must have, that of always teaching truth : that of always 
supplying the wants of our limited and corrupted reason : 
that of always carrying before onr eyes the bright and Di- 
vine light of revelation. 

Show us a Church which is not infallible, which owns 
itself fallible, wanting, of course, the main perfection which 
the Church of Christ must have, and you show us a 
Church of corrupted man, not the Church of Christ. 
Common sense tells us that without an infallible tribunal 
unanimity in faith is a thing impossible. Without a cen- 
tre of unity, a fixed standard, an absolute and infallible 
tribunal, a living oracle to determine the mind, it is abso- 
lutely impossible that men, framed as they are, should 
ever come to one and the same way of thinking. 
Whoever renounces this infallible authority of the Church, 
has no longer any sure means to secure him against un- 
certainties, and to settle his doubts ; he is in a sad and 
perplexed situation, tossed to and fro by every wind of 
doctrine. 

We are confirmed in the above suggestions of commom 
sense by our observations. Unity in faith we find nowhere 
but in the Catholic Church. Above two hundred million* 
of Catholics, scattered over the face of the earth, are per- 
fectly one in matters of faith. We meet from the most 
distant parts of the globe, ignorant of one another,s lan- 
guage, manners, &c., yet our thoughts and principles about 
religion and its mysteries are exactly alike. Pray is that 
unity to be found among those who have shaken off the 
authority of the Church ? Since they have presumed tt 
reform (as they call it) the Catholic Church, what do we 
see but one reformation on another, hundreds and hundreds 
of different Churches, one rising on the ruins of another, 
each styling itself the Church of Christ, each appealing to 
the Gospel for the orthodoxy of her doctrine, each calling 
her ministers ministers of Christ, each calling the sermon* 
of her ministers the Word of God, &c., &c? Can we be 
wrong in believing that our pastors are really in possession 
of the power which Christ himself asserts He gave them, 
and which he promises shall remain with them for ever ; 
since Jesus Christ has pledged his sacred veracity for the 
existence of those several powers in the Pastors of his 
Church, and since he has likewise promised that the very 
fountain of truth, the Holy Ghost, shall be and remain 
with those pastors for ever, we should think ourselves 
guilty of a great sin if we refused submission, of either un- 
derstanding or will, to their decisions and their precepts ; 
and of a most daring presumption and diabolical pride, 
if we would ever, for one moment, permit our limited rea- 
son to sit in judgment over the decisions and precepts of 
those, whom Jesus Christ declares to be guided by the Holy 
Ghost for ever. 

Seeing, then, that the pastors of the Church of Christ 
have always been secured by the infinite power of God 
against the danger of being led astray, and leading those 
under their care astray into false and erroneous doctrines, 
we rest assured under their guidance, knowing that the 
understanding of the most transcendent genius can never 
penetrate into the mysteries of the Most High ; we, both 
learned and unlearned, take the only safe way of sub- 
mission — that path in which the Holy Spirit assures as 
that " the very fools cannot err." — Isa. xxxv. 8, Protestant 
Bjble. 

Now, every person whose mind is susceptible of con- 
viction, on reading those plain texts of the Holy Scriptures, 
and the unvarnished comments thereon, must discover that 
the Church which our Lord established on earth is infalli- 
ble ; and I defy any man to prove that any other but the 
Roman Catholic Church is this true, unerring Church, 
which hitherto has continued u without spot or wrinkle, 
or any such thing," and will continue to the end of time 
in transcendent purity and heavenly truth. This Church 
will be teaching the doctrine of Jesus when the apostate 
temples — whose " profane novelties " distract the world- 
shall have ceased to exist, and, if remembered, only to be 
deprecated. 

I am, Mr. Editor, your very humble servant, 

William Roukke. 

P.S. — May I request that you will give this letter (to 
which you may append, if you like, a fictitious name) a 
place in the next number of the Catholic Layman, that 
vour Protestant readers may see that there exists on earth 
an infallible Church.— W. R. • 

We cannot say that we think our correspondent's ex- 
cuse of " want of leisure " is a satisfactory explanation of 
the obstinate silence with which the Roman Catholic clergy 
have hitherto shunned all controversy in our pages. Some 
of those in the West of Ireland, at least, we certainly 
think might of late have found some spare time on their 
hands. We find, however, in the letters we receive from 
the educated Roman Catholic laity, compensation for the 
silence of their clergy. Though the priests may think it 
no part of their business to satisfy the doubts of Protes- 
tants, no doubt they consider it their duty to find time to 
instruct their own flocks, and to supply them with the best 
arguments for the authority of their Church that are to be 
had. Mr. Rourke's spiritual guide has certainly not 
neglected his duty in this respect. We do not think that 
any priest in Ireland can supply better arguments for the 
infallibility of his Church than those which our corres- 
pondent has so cleverly brought forward. If, therefore, 
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we show, as we hope to do, that his case utterly breaks 
down, and that his arguments wholly fail to establish the 
point which he wishes to prove, our readers need not ima- 
gine that any stronger arguments on that side remain 
behind. 

Mr. Rourke's arguments are reducible to two heads — 
arguments from Scripture, and from reason, or " common 
sense." We have, in conformity with the plan which we 
had laid down for ourselves in our August number (vide 
page 86) discussed in a separate article the proofs alleged 
from Scripture in support of the doctrine of the infallibility 
of the Church, and as that article (see page 121) includes 
the texts brought forward by our correspondent, we con- 
tent ourselves here with replying to the other topics which 
he has introduced in his letter. 

Argument I. — " Every work of God is perfect in its 
kind ; the Church is most emphatically the work of God, 
and must therefore, be perfect, and consequently must have 
the main perfection of always teaching truth." 

If this argument were a good one, we might go on to 
reason in like manner thus — If the Church be perfect, it 
must have the main perfection of always having a perfect 
Head ; but the Pope is the recognised head of the Church 
of Rome ; either, therefore, any given Pope (for example, 
Alexander VI.*) was perfect, or else the Church of Rome 
is not the Church of Christ. 

Bnt though this conclusion (which follows legitimately 
from our correspondent's principles) may be more satis- 
factory to us than to him, we must confess that the argu- 
ment is not a good one. Its fallacy is that it assumes that 
our " common sense " is sufficient to decide what amount 
of perfection any work of God must of necessity possess. 
Test the argument by applying it to a similar case, and the 
falsity of the assumption becomes at once apparent. In 
place of the word " Church," let us insert the word 
"man"— or, to make the matter clearer, imagine Adam 
in the Garden of Eden, to have reasoned thus concerning 
himself — " Every work of God is perfect in its kind ; I am 
emphatically the work of God, declared by God himself to 
be very good (Gen. i. 31) ; consequently I must have the 
main perfection of always doing right." But it was only 
before the fall that this could pass for a good argument. 
The fall, alas, has taught us that works of God, declared 
by himself to have been originally created perfect, are 
liable to the corruption of evil. God designed his Church 
to possess perfect truth and perfect holiness, in the same 
way in which he designed nun to possess similar qualities ; 
and whenever we can give a satisfactory account of the 
entrance of evil into the world, we shall then also be able 
to explain why God permitted corruption to assail the 
doctrines and undermine the purity of his Church. 

Argument II. — Without an absolute and infallible 
tribunal, there can be no certainty. " He who renounces 
tfce infallible authority of the Church has no longer any 
sure means to secure him against uncertainties, and to 
settle his doubts ; he is in a sad and perplexed situation, 
tossed to and fro by every wind of doctrine." 

If this argument be good, we may reason, too — ".With- 
out an infallible certainty that we have an infallible guide, 
we must be full of doubt and perplexity. " For what should 
we think of a man who said that he would never think it 
safe to live in a house unless the ground floor were built of 
solid stone, and yet who never troubled himself to think 
whether there were good foundations. Por it is evident 
that the certainty of the man who professes that he is fol- 
lowing an infallible guide, can never rise higher than 
whatever certainty he may have that his guide t's infallible. 
Now, how is this proposition to be proved ? Not on the 
testimony of the professed infallible guide himself, for it 
would be absurd to admit any one's claims to infallibility 
merely because we had his own word for it. No ; it is 
established by the same kind of proofs from Scripture and 
from reason as Mr. Rourke has here employed, and as 
Protestants are accustomed to employ in proof of the arti- 
cles of their faith. If, then, it be possible, by Scripture 
and reason alone, to obtain a certain proof of the infal- 
libility of the Church of Rome (a doctrine about which the 
Bible is strangely silent, as we have observed elsewhere) 
much more may Protestants obtain, in the same way, cer- 
tain proofs of their articles of faith, all of which do happen 
to be mentioned in Scripture. On the other hand, if Pro- 
testants cannot attain to any certainty for want of an infal- 
lible guide, neither can this proposition, " that an infallible 
guide exists," ever be certainly proved, since in the proof of 
it the assertion of the guide claiming infallibility cannot be 
admitted to reckon for anything. 

It may be well to add a caution as to the sense in which 
we use the word " certainty." A man is not certain be- 
cause he is positive in his opinions, and is free from all 
doubt and hesitation. It would be no recommendation to 
•ny system that its adherents were all confident they were 
in the right, unless it could be shown that their confidence 
rested on good grounds. Bat, in point of fact, men's con- 
fidence in the correctness of their opinions, depends more 
on their temperament than on the religious system to 
which they belong. Thus, it is not true that all members 
of the Church of Rome are free from all doubt. Not to 
*peak of the infidelity which has too often arisen from her 
over-strained demands on men's credulity, many of the 
thoughtful members of her communion must be disturbed 
by an uneasy conviction that there is something unsound 
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in the basis of her enormous structure. While again, as 
to the grand question, " Is the Church of Rome fallible or 
infallible?" no Roman Catholic can be more completely free 
from all doubt and hesitation than we are ourselves. 

Again, this certainty we are speaking of is not the cer- 
tainty of mathematical demonstration. God has judged 
fit that, in matters of religion, we should be obliged to act, 
not on mathematical demonstration, but on evidence of 
the same nature as determines our conduct in the common 
affairs of life ; even those in which our most important 
earthly interests are concerned. When, therefore, we 
assert that proofs drawn from Scripture and reason are 
sufficient (if they be good ones) to produce certainty, with- 
out the authority of an infallible guide, we mean to say 
that they are sufficient to produce such a well-grounded 
confidence as renders doubt practically unreasonable. 

Argument HI. — " Without an infallible tribunal, unani- 
mity in faith is a thing impossible. Men can never come 
to the same way of thinking without some living oracle to 
determine the mind. Unity of faith is found by expe- 
rience to exist nowhere but in the Roman Catholic 
Church." 

It certainly must be acknowledged, that the Christian 
world is very far from being united, but is, on the contrary, 
broken up into a great variety of sects. We shall not now 
inquire whether the points of agreement between the prin- 
cipal of them are not more numerous and of more impor- 
tance than Roman Catholic writers would represent ; but 
we shall admit this disunion as a melancholy fact. But 
now we are wholly at a loss to see how this division of the 
Christian world into sects affords an argument in favour of 
any one of them. Any one sect may, if it pleases, set 
itself on one side, and all the rest on the other, and exclaim, 
" See here is unity on the one side, and on the other dissen- 
sion." Members of the Greek Church might say, " Here are 
all we Greeks united, while you Westerns, some of you 
call yourself Roman Catholics, some of you Presbyterians, 
&c." Or, again, the Quakers might say, " See what perfect 
unity there is amongst us." One of our " Friends comes 
from the remotest part of America or Australia, and yet 
our thoughts and principles about religion and its mysteries 
are exactly alike. Pray, is that unity to be found among 
you who use carnal ordinances, broken up as you aro into 
hundreds of different Churches, each styling itself the 
Church of Christ?" We do not see why the argument is 
not as good in the mouth of the Greek Church, or of the 
Quakers, as it is in that of the Roman Catholics, when 
they triumph in the fact that they agree with themselves, 
and that those who disagree with them do not agree with 
each other. 

Once upon a time a jury, after a night spent in stormy 
discussion, were called into court, and asked by the judge, 
" Gentlemen, do you agree in your verdict?" "Yes, my 
lord," said the foreman. " No, no," exclaimed half-a- 
dozen voices from the jury-box. " How is this?" said the 
judge. "Why, my lord," replied the foreman, " it is true, 
there are seven or eight wrong-headed fellows, who refuse 
to submit to the decision of the foreman, and who, 
therefore, don't deserve to be reckoned as jury-men ; but, 
not counting them, we are all agreed." 

We leave our intelligent readers to make their own 
application of the story to the manner in which Romanists 
make out the unity of the Church, by simply not counting 
those who differ from them. 

But, perhaps, when we say that the Quakers are as 
much united among themselves as the Roman Catholics, it | 
maybe replied, "Buttheyare not near so numerous." "We j 
are two hundred millions," says Mr. Rourke ; and though i 
we believe this computation is about double the truth, there 
is no doubt the Roman Catholics do considerably outnum- 
ber the Qn ikers. We beg our readers, however, to turn 
back to tlie article in our last April number (page 40), 
"Are Numbers a Test of Truth?" We showed there that 
if truth were to be judged of by the numbers of its adhe- 
rents, Romanism must be condemned, since there are more 
Christians who are not Roman Catholics than those who 
are ; nay, Christianity herself must be condemned, since 
the Christians are far outnumbered by the heathens ; and 
we showed that numbers cannot be used as a test of 
truth by any one who remembers our Lord's warning — 
" Broad is the way that leadeth to destruction, and many 
there are who go in thereat. Narrow is the way that lea- 
deth to life, and few there are that find ir." 

It must be added that the unity in the Church of Rome 
is more apparent than real. We need not speak of the 
dissensions that have so often torn her communion ; the 
debates about the superiority of a Council to the Pope — 
about the immaculate conception, and a hundred others, 
which Protestants cannot easily forget, and which we may 
possibly discuss more at large hereafter; but even when there 
is outward agreement, what is this worth unless it be the 
result of agreement between men who are thinking inde- 
pendently and judging for themselves? But the Church 
of Rome discourages independent examination into the 
truth by her members ; she prefers that they should assent 
to her dogmas without inquiry; and where she has the 
power she suppresses all expressions of dissent from those 
who are not convinced by her authority. She thus obtains 
a number of voices to resound her doctrines ; but what are 
they all but echoes of a single voice ? Numbers of those 
whom she keeps in ignorance do agree with each other, 
just as in the dark all things are the same colour. It only 
requires light to make their differences appear. But this 



is not the unity which distinguishes the Church of Christ. 
That unity is, as a distinguished man described it, " Not the 
unity of belief in the bond of ignorance— nor unity of pro- 
fession in the bond of hypocrisy— but unity of the Spirit in 
the bond of peace." 

We cannot leave the subject, however, without retorting 
our correspondent's argument. We say that the dissen- 
sions which exist among Christians are a sufficient argu- 
ment that God has not interfered to prevent them by sup- 
plying them with a living infallible guide. Let any man say, 
is it a credible assertion, that God, with the view of securing 
absolute unity in his Church, supplied it with a living in- 
fallible guide, and yet that he so neglected to supply this 
guide with credentials, that considerably more than half 
the Christian world have, in consequence, been unable to 
satisfy themselves of his infallibility, and have been, there- 
fore, as much divided among themselves as if no such 
glide had been given ; and this when a single text in the 
ible, " Receive the Bishop of Rome as the infallible in- 
terpreter of my will," would have settled the whole mat- 
ter. Is it credible that God instituted an infallible Church 
or purpose to prevent disputes, and yet that he should have 
left the question, Is the Church infallible ? the most dis- 
puted point in all theology. Would he have left it a dis- 
putable point where men were to settle their disputes? 
We conclude, therefore, that whatever be the evils of 
disunion in the Church, God has not thought fit to prevent 
them by relieving man from the necessity of searching the 
truth for themselves, and by imposing upon them a guide 
whom they could certainly know to be infallible. 

Having now discussed the leading arguments of our cor- 
respondent, we are compelled, by want of space, to abstain 
from commenting on some of his incidental remarks, 
which offer a tempting subject for correction. Our con- 
clusion, then, as to the result of the whole argument on 
the subject of infallibility, from reason and common sense, 
is — Our correspondent has succeeded in showing that 
infallibility is what we should fancy to be a great perfection 
in a Church — that if we had any infallible way of knowing 
where an infallible judge was to be found, it would relieve 
us from all need of hesitation, and would make Christians 
more united than they are at present. All this, however' 
does not approach to being proof that such an infallible 
guide exists. If so, we might make out just as good a 
proof that Holloway's pills would cure the cholera ; since 
undoubtedly it would be a great benefit to have a certain 
cure for that disease, and would free us from much doubt 
and hesitation, and would prevent the doctors from differ- 
ing with each other. It would certainly be a comfortable 
world if the mere circumstance that we should like to have 
a thing wa3 a sufficient proof that we had got it. 

We must be satisfied for tho present with having de- 
molished all the arguments that have been brought from 
reason and common sense for the infallibility of the 
Church; but did spaco permit, wo should like to show that 
we can discern many reasons why God should not have 
given Christians an infallible guide. For it would be easy 
to prove that the result of men's having, or thinking they 
had such a guide, would be that the people would sink 
into uninquiring ignorance and neglect of the Word of God. 
Our remarks on this head must be reserved for some other 
opportunity. 

ON THE VISIBILITY OF THE CHURCH. 

TO THE EDITOR Or THB CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir — In apology for trespassing still farther upon your 
courtesy, in resuming a protracted discussion, I beg, very 
respectfully, to urge again the paramount importance of the 
subject, and the lively interest I feel in it. Being led to 
expect, in last month's publication, an explicit elucidation 
of your opinions respecting the visibility of the Church, I 
felt much disappointed in finding that you had been expis- 
eating the writings of St. Augustine, for the purpose of 
deducing premises, which, if once admitted, would lead to 
most preposterous consequences — viz., " That some lying 
in heresies, and in the superstition of the Gentiles, are or 
the number of tho elect, who truly constitute the Church ; 
and that even schismatics in those things in which they 
do not separate, are in connection with the Church."— 
(C. L. Oct., 53, p. 113.) 

Relying, I presume, on some tortuous explanation of the 
above isolated passages, you will make room by your side 
for the Pelagians, the Eutychians, the Nestorians, the So- 
cinians, " et hoc genus oinnc," the spawn of heretics, who 
have just as much connection with the Church as lopped 
off branches have with the parent tree. Far from shunning; 
those who cause divisions (Rom. xvi. 17), you do not 
disown even Pagan superstitions. This, sir, I beg to retort 
upon you, is but your own individual opinion. I deny that 
it is a true exposition of Protestant doctrine, and I call 
upon you to prove the affirmative by such evidence as you 
require of others — viz., creeds, liturgies, public docu- 
ments, or formularies of faith. 

The residue of your somewhat elaborate dissertation 
amounts merely to what is briefly expressed in the 26th 
Article of the Church of England — " That in the visible 
Church the evil is ever mingled with the good, and some- 
times preponderates." Though this may be, alas! too 
true, though the worldly and wicked may outnumber the 
moral, the pure, and the regenerate, still the latter will 
preserve the faith (Matthew xvi. IS ; Isaiah lxii. 6,) and 
the form of sound words (1 Tim. vi. 20, 21, and 2 Tim. i. 



